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there be some smack of justice in the procedure. But,
when this can be done only at the prejudice of a large
section of the Country, why should that section be sacri-
ficed under a Government professing for its basis the
doctrine of equal benefits and equal burdens? And is this
pretence of retaliation quite disinterested? How does it
work? The manufacturing States have all the profits, and
suffer none of the evils, while the process is exactly re-
versed with the Plantation States. If they wish to retali-
ate, or to protect, let them do so in Heaven's name, pro-
vided it is at their own, and not other people's expense.
We do not ask the aid of Government. All that we want is
an open field, and no favor. In the whole of this dispute,
it should be recollected that we are perfectly willing to
let things take their natural course. We are willing to
meet the North on equal terms, without the intervention
of Government in our behalf. We ask no Bounties upon
the products of our labor, "we seek not to retaliate upon
our foreign competitors to the injury of our Brethren.
But, when a compact made, as we conceive, for specific
purposes, is perverted by a bare and interested majority
to apocryphal and meddlesome domestic purposes, threat-
ening destruction to our very existence, it is time for us
to give the word "as you were!"
England you mention as an instance of the advantages
of the restrictive Policy. Would you defend their Corn
Laws? Are not the poor of that Country by their opera-
tion made to pay to the Aristocracy, the lordly Land-
holders, as much for one loaf of bread, as with open
markets they could purchase one and a half or two loaves
with? Break down their Protective System, and could we
not supply them with flour cheaper than they could raise
it? Is not the Tariff in favor of domestic manufactures

